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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Art Unit: 3627 

DETAILED ACTION 
Election/Restrictions 

1 . Claims 1 3-16 remain withdrawn from consideration as drawn to a non-elected 
invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1 7-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Friedman et al., US 6,965,912. 

Friedman discloses a system, a web server system, e.g. 212, 260, 288, 
transaction, authorization and program code (e.g. claims 26-28, 31), database server, 
e.g. 270, a network, e.g. Internet, and a graphical user interface (gui), e.g. Figs. 6A-K 
including a number of web pages. Friedman does not disclose all the terms recited by 
Applicant that the gui comprises, e.g. a purchase amount field, a payee field. However 
Friedman discloses a plurality of fields, e.g. Fig. 4-5, data fields 402, 406. To have 
provided the common knowledge fields recited by Applicant for the system of Friedman 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art. The motivation for having 
done such would have been incorporating common knowledge transaction field data 
associated with a purchase transaction. It is noted that Friedman may be considered 
personal financial information. 
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Further the Official Notice taken from the previous Office Action is deemed 
admitted by Applicant. To have further incorporated such knowledge with Friedman 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art. 

Applicant's attempt at traversing the Official Notice findings as stated in the June 

1 , 2006 Office Action is inadequate. Adequate traversal is a two step process. First, 
Applicant must state their traversal on the record. Second, and in accordance with 37 
C.F.R. § 1.11 1(b) which requires Applicant to specifically point out the supposed errors 
in the Office Action, Applicant must state why the Office Action statements are not to be 
considered common knowledge or well known in the art. 

In this application, Applicant has clearly not met step (1 ) as traversal of Official 
Notice has not been taken. Second, Applicant has failed step (2) since they have failed 
to argue why the Official Notice statements are not to be considered common 
knowledge or well known in the art. Applicant did not affirmatively state why such 
common knowledge is not known. Because Applicant's traversal is inadequate, the 
Official Notice, e.g. common knowledge, statements are taken to be admitted as prior 
art. See, MPEP § 2144.03. 

Further, it is noted that Applicant's claim language is replete with intended use 
claim language, e.g. claim 17, lines 3, "configured to process," are given little, if any, 
patentable weight in juxtaposition to positively recited claim language, e.g. claim 17, line 

2, "a commercial web server." As is, Applicant's claim language does not distinguish 
over Friedman, in view of Official Notice. 
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4. Further references of interest are noted on the attached PTO-892. 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Andrew Joseph Rudy whose telephone number is 571- 
272-6789. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ryan M. Zeender can be reached on 571-272-6790. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




AndrewNroseph Rudy 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3627 



